MAGISTRACY (LEITRIM). 


RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dat.'v * 1 . 5 August 1870 \—jor t 


COPY “ of any Correspondence between the Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
and the Magistrates of the County Leitrim , with reference to certain 
recent Magisterial Appointments in that County.” 


CORRESPONDENCE between the Lord High Chancellor of Ireland and 
Magistrates of the county of Leitrim. 

My Lord, Rutland-square, West, 3 May 1870. 

On my return to Ireland, the Lords Commissioners of the Great Seal brought 
under my notice a statement submitted to them by your Lordship, and the 
other members of a deputation of magistrates of the county of Leitrim, with a 
report of the allegations made by that deputation, in impeachment of the 
propriety of the appointment of three other magistrates of that county, 
Messrs. N. Maguire, B. Maguire, and F. M'Keon, to the Commission of the 
Peace. 

I lost no time in communicating that statement and those allegations to the 
Lieutenant of the county, the Earl of Granard, and requesting such information 
as his Lordship could furnish with reference to them. I have received various 
statements, through and from him, as to the appointments in question, which 
were made in the ordinary course, and upon the usual recommendations ; and 
I have reached a definite conclusion, on satisfactory grounds, in relation to two 
of them. 

I find Mr. N. Maguire to be a gentleman of highly respectable family and 
connexions, of abundant property, and of competent capacity for the office of 
justice of the peace. I find, further, that his appointment was necessary, and 
has been very useful in the district in which he resides. 1 see no reason for 
removing him from the Commission ; and I think it matter for great regret that 
he should have been causelessly assailed. 

As to Mr. B. Maguire, the case is otherwise. If the circumstances, made 
known to me since, had been communicated before his appointment, I should 
certainly never have permitted it to take place ; and, if he now continued in 
the commission, I should issue a writ of supersedeas for his removal. But he 
has resigned it, and is no longer a magistrate. The Lieutenant of the county 
assures me that he did not communicate those painful circumstances because 
he was himself entirely ignorant of them when he made his recommendation. 

I should much sooner have informed your Lordship of my opinion as to 
those cases, about which I have had little difficulty, but that I have been 
engaged j n the consideration of that of Mr. M’Keon, which I find it impossible to 
decide satisfactorily, without further investigation. The allegations of material 
fact presented by him and on his behalf are so inconsistent with those reported to 
have been made by members of the deputation, and I have such inadequate 
means of iudging between them, that I am obliged to follow the example ot 
mv predecessors, in analogous matters, and institute an inquiry which will 
give a fair and full opportunity of ascertaining the precise facts on which my 
decision may be safely founded. I have, therefore, requested Mr. Coffey, 
a c an eminent member of the Bar, and chairman ofthe county of Londonderry, 
to proceed to Drumshambo and investigate the matters in controversy ; and 
I shall farther request him to communicate with your Lordship, on behalt 
of the deputation and those whom they represented, and with Mr. M Keon, 
as to the time at which the investigation may proceed most efiectively and 

with the greatest convenience to all parties. ^ 

The Earl of Enniskillen, (signed) Thomas O'Hagan , C. 

&c., See. 
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CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO CERTAIN 


Florence Court, Enniskillen, Ireland, 
My Lord, 5 May 18/0. 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s letter of 
3rd instant, and will forthwith communicate its contents to the magistrates 
who formed the deputation relative to the recent appointments to the magistracy 
of the county of Leitrim. 

I have, & c. 

(signed) Enniskillen. 

The Right Hon. the Lord Chancellor of Ireland. 


My Lord, London, Pall Mall, 21 July 1870. 

I had the honour, some time since, to inform your Lordship that I had 
found it necessary to institute inquiry as to certain objections urged against 
the appointment of Mr. F. M'Keonto the Commission of the Peace for the 
county of Leitrim. 

Those objections were set forth in a written statement signed by your 
Lordship and 29 magistrates of that county, and were more particularly detailed 
in an interview between a deputation, of which you were the chief, and the 
Lords Commissioners having the custody of the Great Seal, during my absence 
from Ireland. 

The charges preferred were of a serious character. As set forth in the state- 
ment, they described Mr. M‘Keon and two other magistrates whom 1 had 
recently appointed, on the recommendation of the Lieutenant of the county, the 
Earl of Granard, as ‘‘totally unqualified by property, education, or social 
position,” to hold the commission; and impeached their appointment, as 
“ eminently calculated to destroy all confidence in the administration of justice, 
and to bring the Bench into contempt and ridicule.” 

The cases of the other magistrates, Mr. N. Maguire and Mr. B. Maguire, have 
already been disposed of. The objections to Mr. N. Maguire having been 
withdrawn, he remains in the commission ; and the resignation of Mr. B. Maguire, 
who has ceased to hold it, renders further reference to his case unnecessary. 

The charges against Mr. F. M‘Keon, which were orally stated to the Lords 
Commissioners and reported to me, represented him as a weighmnster, weighing 
butter on market days with his own hands, brought by his office under the 
jurisdiction of the local magistracy, of no social position, of no fee-simple 
property, and possessed of holdings valued only at 130/. a-year ; and, finally, 
as a person said to be the keeper of a small loan-bank. 

These charges I thought it my duty to communicate to the Earl of Granard 
and Mr. M'Keon, for explanation or reply; and I found the statements by 
which they were encountered so irreconcileable with them, and my own means 
of decision as to the truth so very inadequate, that I resolved to follow the course 
adopted by several of my predecessors in analogous circumstances, for the 
settlement of controversies of fact. 

I, accordingly, requested Mr. Coffey, q.c., chairman of the county of London- 
derry, a gentleman, 1 need not say, of the soundest judgment and the highest 
character, to proceed to Drumshambo, in the county of Leitrim, and enter on a 
thorough and impartial investigation. 

He commenced that investigation on the 7th of June 1870, having given 
full notice to all parties, including Mr. M‘Keon, the members of the deputation, 
and the remonstrant magistrates ; and invited all to aid him by testimony, 
suggestion or advice. 

The inquiry was open. The magistrates were represented by counsel, as 
w r as Mr. M c Keon. The amplest opportunity was given for searching scrutiny 
on either side; and I have now the result before me in the report of Mr. Coffey 
to His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, under whose warrant he was authorised 
to act, with notes of the evidence, oral and documentary, on which it has been 
founded. 

Mr. Coffey finds that there were “ no justifiable reasons offered or suggested 
upon the inquiry to call on the Lord Chancellor to adopt the severe and 
extreme course of removing Mr. MTleon from the Commission of the Peace.” 
And he sustains his opinion by a minute examination of the sevei’al charges, in 
connexion with the evidence bearing upon each. 

I. need not trouble your Lordship by particular reference to the various 
sections of the report, as I learn that copies of it, and of the notes and docu- 
ments 
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ments on which it relies, will be forthwith laid before Parliament, so that you 
will have the opportunity of examining them, delibei'ately and in detail. 

I shall content myself with saying, that, having considered the conclusion to 
‘ * which Mr. Coffey has arrived, and the proofs submitted to him, I am satisfied 
that that conclusion is just, and that no case has been established to warrant me 
in superseding Mr. M'Keon. 

And, this being my clear opinion, I must add the expression of my great 
regret, that charges unsustainable in evidence should have been lightly made — 

I am sure, in error and through misinformation —against two gentlemen holding 
the Queen’s Commission, by so large a number of their fellow magistrates. 

Mr. Nathaniel Maguire should never have been assailed. His high respect- 
ability and ample means, satisfactorily proved to me, whilst a question as to his 
fitness was still pending, might well have shielded him from the disparaging 
aspersions which have been properly withdrawn. 

As to Mr. M'Keon, I shall add nothing to Mr. Coffey’s observations on his 
social position, save this, that even according to the statutable provisions (once, 
but no longer, of force in Ireland), which fix a property standard for the 
English magistracy, but require no possession of fee-simple estate, he would 
appear to possess a more substantial qualification than would legally suffice him, 
in that respect, for the Commission in England. 

He is described by the report as belonging to ‘ c a class of men of the highest 
value in this country, none the less valuable because they are not as numerous 
as is desirable ; men who, by probity and intelligence, acquire pecuniary 
independence, and then, by prudent and well-directed enterprise, whilst bene- 
fiting themselves, confer substantial and visible advantages on the localities 
where they are to be found.” 

Mr. Francis La Touche, a magistrate of station and influence, declared on 
the inquiry that, having known him for 25 years, he had always had “ the 
highest opinion” of Mr. M'Keon. Mr. Fitzgerald, another magistrate, 
associated and acting with him on the Bench, testified to his excellent conduct 
at petty sessions, and praised him, in words of much significance, as dis- 
tinguished by “judgment, justice and discretion.” Others spoke of his 
intellectual fitness for the magisterial office, and of the public satisfaction with 
which his appointment had been received in a district in which, from official 
returns, it appeared that an additional magistrate was manifestly desirable. 

Such men are not to be excluded from the Commission of the Peace in 
Ireland, if we would teach her people to respect the laws and confide in the 
equal and impartial administration of justice. 

I beg your Lordship to be so good as to convey to the other members of the 
deputation, and, through them, to the magistrates whom they represented, that 
I have discovered no ground for the removal of Mr. M'Keon from the Com- 
mission of the Peace for Leitrim ; and that he must, therefore, remain a 
magistrate of that county. 

And, so deciding, I am bound to state my strong opinion that allegations 
imputing to Mr. M'Keon the habitual discharge of servile offices, and relying 
on a report that he was the keeper of a small loan-bank, which, if they had 
been well-founded, might have justified the assertion that his appointment had 
brought the Bench into “ contempt and ridicule,” should not have been made, 
as they are shown to have been, by the documents before me, without pretence 
of proof or colour of justification. 

I have directed that copies of this letter shall be forwarded to the Earl of 
Granard and Mr. M‘Keon ; and 

I have, &c. 

The Right Hon. the Earl of (signed) O' Hagan, C. 

Enniskillen, &c. 


My Lord, 65, Eaton-place, 22 J uly. 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s letter of 
July 21st. I am not a resident magistrate of the county of Leitrim, nor have I 
ever taken any prominent part in the affairs of that county, and I was not the 
spokesman of the deputation that went up with the memorial signed by 29 
magistrates of that county to the Commission in Dublin. 

I cannot, therefore, undertake to communicate the contents of your Lord- 
441. ship’s 
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ship’s letter to the memorialists, and must request that your Lordship will do 
so through some magistrate who resides in the county. 

I have, &c. 

To the Right Honourable , (signed) Enniskillen. 

the Lord Chancellor of Ireland. 


My Lord, 14, Pall Mall, 24 July. 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, and to say, in 
reply, that I commun’cate'd my decision, in Mr. F. M'Keon’s case, to your 
Lordship, because you were marked by rank and position as the principal 
member of the deputation which waited on the Lords Commissioners in relation 
to it ; and because your Lordship, in referring to my letter of the 3rd of 
May, addressed to you for that reason, were so good as to say that you would 
“ forthwith communicate its contents to those magistrates who formed the 
deputation relative to the recent appointments to the magistracy of the county 
of Leitrim.” 

Having informed your Lordship of my decision, and the grounds on which it 
has been based, and directed that copies of my communication should be for- 
warded to Lord Granard and Mr. M'Keon, I feel that I have done everything 
necessary in the matter, especially as 1 presume that my letter will be laid 
before Parliament with the papers which have been ordered on the motion of 
Lord Crichton. 

I have, &c. 

The Right Honourable the (signed) O' Hagan, C. 

Earl of Enniskillen. 
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